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WINDRUSH COMMUNICATIONS: 
DELIVERING IRAQ TO 
THE CORPORATIONS 


Windrush Communications is the British company which organises the Iraq 
Procurement Conferences, where corporations discuss the privatisation of Iraq's assets 
(see Corporate Watch Newsletter December 2004). Ewa Jasiewicz takes a closer look. 


Windrush began as an independent 
publishing global publishing house, 
producing corporate journals and web- 
sites for trade and financial institu- 
tions. Its glossy mouthpieces and e- 
digests promote the culture of com- 
modification and privatisation. The 
conquering of new markets and the 
wars which smash them open are sani- 
tised and normalised. In these jour- 
nals the corporate elite theorise and 
advocate their socially and environ- 
mentally destructive agendas. 


Windrush Communications Ltd was 
founded in December 2002 as an inde- 
pendent private company. Formerly 
known as Wishwell Ltd, it was 
renamed Windrush in February 2003. 
Its Docklands-dwelling Director is 48- 
year-old John Lumb while Raminder 
Singh-Barmi holds the post of 
Managing Director of Iraq 
Procurement. From publishing it grad- 
uated two years late to the esteemed 
position of being the organiser of the 
glittering and gargantuan Iraq 
Procurement Conferences. So far there 
have been three: London April 2004; 
Jordan November 2004 and Iraq Oil 
and Gas, Amman, August 2004. These 
events bring together politicians, min- 
isters, and business people from the 
world over (Iraq’s Electricity, Health, 
and Oil ministers plus British govern- 
mental representatives and Jordanian 
minsiters have all attended the events) 
to broker deals, talk shop, and re-con- 
figure the economy, markets and future 
of an entire nation — in the image and 
interests of the rich and powerful, cor- 
porate and governmental. The legality- 
of these events has been called into . 
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question by anti- 
war activists argu- 
ing that the sell-off 
of Iraq's assets 
under an 
Occupation-created 
law on Foreign 
Investment --Order 
39 -- violates the 
Geneva Convention 
and Hague 
Regulations and 
amounts to pillage. 


Curiously there is | 

more than one busi- 

ness venture involved in Windrush 
Communications’ work. A company 
named Omega Marketing Worldwide 
which appears to be new shares the 
address and telephone line of Windrush 
at Clergy House, Mark Street, EC2, and 
Windrush’s former Production Manager, 
Ben Pilley, has been transferred and pro- 
moted to Managing Director of Omega 
Marketing Worldwide. The relationship 
between the two companies is unclear, 
as is the relationship between Windrush 
and the ‘Iraq Development Program' — 
again, undefined, except that all pro- 
curement conference registration fees 
must be paid to ‘The Iraq Development 
Program’. The IDP also enjoys exclusive 
hotel rates, a perk usually afforded to 
companies close to government. 


Windrush’s move into the field of inter- 
national corporate politics came when it 
became the official Media Partner (read 
‘publicist/PR agent’) for the British-Arab 
Chamber of Commerce. A large company 
with over 25 years service to the busi- 
ness, government and academic sectors, 


the BACC provides these sectors with 
information and analysis of how, 
where, when and what to privatise, 
control and justify next. The BACC has 
a board of over 80 Directors. Its Vice- 
Chairman is Sir Alan Munro, former 
British Ambassador to Algeria and 
Saudi Arabia, who has admitted hav- 
ing a salaried position advising com- 
panies on how to break into the Saudi 
Arabian market -- however his posi- 
tion at the BACC is 'voluntary’. 


Windrush began their project of con- 
tract brokering and pillage promoting 
>continued on page 9 
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11-13 PROJECTILE: International festival of anarchist film and culture, Side 
Cinema, Newcastle upon Tyne www.projectile.org.uk 


12 Kyoto Climate March .30 am Lincoln's Inn Fields (Holborn Tube) Bicycle Ride 
Protest, 9.00 am Thames Barrier (South Side, 10 mins from Charlton Rail) 
02088553327 www.campaigncc.org 


12 Valentine's 'Make Love Not War' party: St George's Circle Community 
Centre 49 Tufnell Park Rd, London N7. Dancing 8pm-3am. £5/£3 078 1075 0505 
Www.peace-not-war.org 


12-13 Dissent! Anti-G8 Gathering,Glasgow. If you wish to attend, please email 
g8gathering@yahoo.co.uk 


13 Seedy Sunday community seed swap. Machynlleth, Wales 10am to 3pm 
01654 705971 machseedswap@hushmail.com 


14 KISS IT! XX Human rights protest against psychiatric assault.1lam 
Whitehall place with march to Imperial War museum 01332 366447 
info@kissit.org www.kissit.org 


14 Target the fur industry online protest www.ecd-fur.com 
18-20 G8:Direct Action Trainers' Workshops in Glasgow. 


For more details 0845 458 4776 email DATW@seedsforchange.org.uk 
http://seedsforchange.org.uk/free/diary#oxlangla 


february 


19 Wacky Cabaret present, Make Love Not War! Proceeds to support local 
activists. 7.30pm Hog in Armour, Charing cross, Norwich, Norfolk £4 or £3 conc 
07760161755 cabaret @theatreofwar.org 


20 North Devon community Seed Swap, Tapeley Park, Nr Instow 01237 424029 
lava@volcano1.freeserve.co.uk 
http://seedswap.mysite.wanadoo-members.co.uk 


25- 27 National UK Cohousing Conference @ Gregson Community Centre, 33 
Moorgate, Lancaster. www.cohousing.co.uk 


5 A militarised, nuclear armed Europe? Or a Europe that promotes peace 
and solidarity? International peace conference in Manchester. £6 or 8.5 euros 
unwaged, £12 or 17 euros waged 0161 273 8283 www.gmdcnd.org.uk 


6 -21 TRIAL AND CELEBRATION OF RESISTANCE IN DUBLIN. Five Irish 
saboteurs on trial at Dublins Four Courts for disabling a US war plane at 
Shannon Airport. http://geocities.com/pit_stop_ploughshares/pitnews.html 


8 International Women’s Day 


12 Mad March Fayre Bands, kids entertainment, stalls, workshops, food and 
beer. 11am-11pm Hastings Pier Ballroom £12/8 on door, £11/7 advance, under 
12s & carers free 07729331614 info@madmarchfayre.com 
www.madmarchfayre.com 


18-20 Introduction to Renewable Energy Weekend Courses, Wales 01654 761 
731 info@greendragonenergy.co.uk www.greendragonenergy.co.uk 


19- 15 April Counter Terror, Build Justice International month of anti-war 
action. Sponsored by Voices, Hands Up for Peace, Edinburgh People and Planet 
amongst others. www.j-n-v.org 


21 Destroy the arms trade - International Day of Direct Action www.dsei.org 
26 The International Campaign Against Coca-Cola: Building the Network and 


Mobilising the Boycott. 1-6.30pm, Saturday 26 February 2005. Leeds University 
Union. 
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Corporate Watch is an independent not- 
for-profit group, which aims to expose 
how large corporations function, and the 
detrimental effects they have on society 
and the environment as an inevitable 
result of their current legal structure. 
Corporate Watch strives for a society 
that is ecologically sustainable, demo- 
cratic, equitable and non-exploitative. 
Progress towards such a society may, in 
part, be achieved through dismantling 
the vast economic and political power of 
corporations, and developing ecological- 
ly and socially just alternatives to the 
present economic system. If you would 
like to help with research, fund-raising 
or distribution please contact us. 


Disclaimer: The objectivity of the media 
is generally an illusion. Corporate watch 
freely acknowledges that it comes from 
an anti-corporate perspective. In 
attempts at all times to be factual, accu- 
rate honesty and truthful in its reporting. 
We welcome any comments or correc- 
tions. 


@nti-copyright to non-profit organisa- 
tions fighting corporate dominance. 
ISSN 1470 5842 


www.corporatewatch.org 
mail@corporatewatch.org 
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“10,000 Iraqis dead. 773 US soldiers killed" Spoof on the iPod adverts, seen in Los Angeles 


editorial/news 


CORPORATE TECHNOLOGY 


MAKES LUDDITES OF US ALL 


Almost two hundred years ago a 
Nottinghamshire weaver named Ned 
Ludd became famous. Despite the fact 
he never existed he became the name 
behind which rallied one of these 
islands' biggest revolutionary move- 
ments. What they were opposing 
would, in modern terms be called 'cor- 
porate technology' -- developments in 
production that were designed, above 
all, to secure the hold of a tiny elite over 
society. After the Luddites' violent sup- 
pression, the word ‘luddite' survived as 
a term of abuse to label those who were 
seen as having an irrational, knee-jerk, 
opposition to change. However, the 
Luddite rebellion was never an ‘anti- 
technology’ revolt, but rather a revolt 
against developments that were taking 
away people's control over their own 
lives. 


Recent campaigns against GM crops 
have brought about a greater public 
awareness of the political nature of the 
supposedly neutral science and tech- 
nology. Political not only in how it might 
be implemented, but in how it is devel- 
oped, for what reasons, and by whom. 


GM CROPS IN 


In the UK, Bayer announced that it 
would not proceed with plans to market 
GM maize. This means GM crops are 
unlikely to be grown commercially until 


2008 at the earliest. However, the 
European Commission ended the mora- 
torium in Europe by giving approvals 
for the importation of Syngenta’s Bt 11 
maize and Monsanto’s Roundup Ready 
maize, NK603. This was despite lack of 
agreement among member states and 
showed the effect of US challenge to 
the moratorium at the WTO — by mov- 
ing forward with GM crops, the 
Commission hopes to increase its 
chances of winning the dispute. 
However, this allows the US to ‘win’ 
even if its case is eventually judged to 
have no merit! In contrast, many 
regions of Europe pressed to be 
allowed to have GM-free status. 


Elsewhere in the world, GM crops have 
also caused controversy. In Hawaii, 
where GM disease resistant papaya 
has been grown since 1998, contamina- 
tion of non-GM papaya was detected in 
50% of samples including from trees in 
people’s gardens. China started consid- 
ering whether to allow the commercial- 
isation of GM rice and the Brazilian 
President Lula gave a one year approval 


‘Corporate technology’ is developed in 
order to serve the interest of ruling class- 
es, to control and exploit society and 
natural resources. The early Nineteenth 


“If the workmen dislike certain 
machines it was because of the 
use to which they were being 
put, not because they were 
machines or because 
they were new.” 
Nottingham Review, 1811 


Century mill owners aimed to increase 
their wealth at the expense of communi- 
ties. This tradition is continued by the 
corporate executives and directors of 
today. The need for resistance also 
remains with us. In this edition of 
Corporate Watch Newsletter we look at 
several of the latest examples of corpo- 
rate technology. 


*GMOs: Efforts to get GM crops accept- 
ed in Europe and America continue. Sue 
Mayer gives a brief overview of events in 
2004. 


2004 Sue Mayer, GeneWatch 


for GM soya; if full approval is given and 
GM soya growing increases, sourcing 
non-GM soya may become a problem. 
The damaging environmental and social 
impacts of the extension of intensive 
soya growing in South America, whether 
GM or not, has also caused concern (as 
covered in a recent Corporate Watch 
news story: http://www.corporate- 
watch.org/news/notsuchacuddlypan- 
da.htm) 


Globally, the area of GM crops grown 
commercially in 2004 showed nearly a 
20% increase on 2003. Most of this came 
from increased areas in the five major 
growing countries, the USA, Argentina, 
Canada, Brazil and China. Only two 
traits form the vast majority of these GM 
crops, herbicide tolerance and insect 
resistance. Soybean, maize, cotton and 
oilseed rape are the four GM crops 
grown, and Monsanto remain the domi- 
nant corporation involved, through 
Roundup Ready soya and Bt insect 
resistant cotton and maize. Bayer, with 
the second largest share of the GM crops 
market (but a long way behind 
Monsanto) produce Liberty Link crops 
(resistant to glufosinate), including 
oilseed rape and maize. Syngenta, Dow 
and Du Pont also remain involved in GM 


¢Pharmaceuticals: in the race to patent 
and market new drugs human needs 
and even basic safety standards are 
ignored. Max Gastone looks at the 
backlash in the USA. 

ID Cards: now that governments have 
the ability to monitor everyone they are 
eager to use these powers. We look at 
the corporations that are making this 
happen. 

e Nanotechnology: A new world of cor- 
porate control through manipulation at 
the atomic level? We bring you an 
activists' guide to what's out there and 
what may come, including actions 
against the developing nanotech indus- 
tries. 


Like the Luddites we can say that we 
might be in favour of new machines and 
new techniques -- but only if they are in 
the interests of us all, and under demo- 
cratic control. Under the current sys- 
tem of corporate rule this seems very 
unlikely. 


crops. 


2004 also saw more voices calling for a 
precautionary approach to GMOs and 
for broader social and cultural issues to 
form part of the debate. In November, 
the World Conservation Union (IUCN), 
made up of over 1,000 governments and 
non-governmental organisations, voted 
for a moratorium to be placed on the 
release of GMOs to the environment. A 
scientific panel appointed by the 
Commission for Environmental 
Cooperation (CEC), a body formed 
between Mexico, Canada and the USA, 
considered the issue of GM maize in 
Mexico including the cultural impor- 
tance of maize and the economic and 
political history of the region. 
Contamination of native maize has 
already been detected even though GM 
maize is not allowed to be grown legal- 
ly; it is thought to have been introduced 
via maize imported for food which was 
then planted. The panel’s report called 
for more research and recommended 
that the moratorium on commercial 
growing of GM maize be reinforced and 
that it might be wise to require the 
milling of imported maize. This caused 
a furore in Washington -- which felt it 
necessary to attack the report because 
of the threat it might pose for the 
biotech and farming industries in the 
USA. 


REGULATORY BLUES FOR 


BIG PHARMA 


Max Gastone 

2004 saw the stream of bad luck 
for the pharmaceutical compa- 
nies expand. More blockbuster 
drugs have been withdrawn or 
questioned, bringing in turn more 
billion-dollar class-action law- 
suits against the pharmaceuti- 
cals. In response the insurance 
industry is also cutting back the 
coverage they will provide to 
pharmaceuticals. 


The Big Pharmas deserve little sympa- 
thy, given the untold deaths and suffer- 
ing their medicines have caused - in the 
UK alone 10,000 people die every year 
because of ‘adverse drug reactions'.’ 
Also, many drugs are introduced, not 
because of increased effectiveness, but 
as it allows the developers to make 
greater claims and charge higher prices. 
However, the real problem is with the 
system leading everyone into the cur- 
rent mess in the first place. 


The Food and Drug Agency (FDA) is the 
regulatory body for medicine in the USA. 
Its standards and rulings on the drugs 
are influential around the world. 
However, the pharmaceuticals have 
spent years building up a cosy relation- 
ship with the FDA, often 'seconding' staff 
to it, or sponsoring the work of connect- 
ed scientists. On paper, seconding and 
sponsoring look like altruism, helping to 
support an agency whose mission is to 
protect the public. The reality is that it 
creates a system of patronage. The flow 
goes both ways, with senior officials get- 
ting, if not actively expecting, well paid 
jobs in the pharmaceuticals when they 
leave the civil service. 


For the pharmaceuticals, this makes 
sense. They get the best service from 
the regulators, and in theory that is a 
good thing. After all, in theory, everyone 
wants the best for the patients. Indeed, 
a strong regulatory body is actually a 
beneficial to industry as its purpose is to 
provide a useful check preventing dan- 
gerous medicines from reaching the mar- 
ket, or at the very least with the right 
warnings for doctors prescribing them to 
rely on. 


For the pharmaceuticals, this makes 
sense. They get the best service from 
the regulators, and in theory that is a 


good thing. After all, in x 
theory, everyone wants 
the best for the patients. |) 
Indeed, a strong regulato- 
ry body is actually a bene- | 
ficial to industry as its 
purpose is to provide a 
useful check preventing 
dangerous medicines from |} 
reaching the market, or at |$ 
the very least with the 
right warnings for doctors 
prescribing 
them to rely on 


The pharmaceuticals have not realised 
that tainting the FDA damages their 
own credibility. Now, with deaths for 
blockbuster drugs being claimed in the 
hundreds of thousands, they are 
attempting to stand behind the regulato- 
ry process. The problem is that the reg- 
ulatory bodies are also suffering a simi- 
lar crisis for having allowed the drugs 
through in the first place. The FDA is not 
doing itself any favours either. In one 
case, it threatened to fire one of its scien- 
tists who was refusing to back down on 
an experiment which would have held 
up a major new drug. A survey showed 
that about two thirds of the FDA's own 
staff are ‘less than confident' in the agen- 
cies monitoring processes.’ 


The pharmaceuticals are in a vicious cir- 
cle. As drugs are withdrawn, profits and 
share-prices fall. Their share price is 
closely connected to the strength of their 
upcoming drug pipeline. To keep their 
stock options and shareholders happy, 
executives need to get their next big 
drugs through the regulatory process 
faster. Hence they pull on the FDA in the 
wrong direction at a time when support 
for a stronger regulatory regime would 
be sensible. Thus there is the prospect 
of yet more recalls from deaths and other 
undesirable side-affects. 


This inherent failure to think strategical- 
ly, even in the medium term, is recog- 
nized by the insurance companies; they 
offer coverage to the pharmaceuticals 
should they face drastic payouts due to 
the effects of a drug. As claims continue 
to mount there are major reviews under- 
way.’ Much coverage was offered on the 
strength of the regulatory process pro- 
tecting everyone,so the likelihood of 
payout was low. Now it is clear the 
process is failing,the insurers are halving 
the amount of coverage they offer the 


HEN YoU NEXT 

wean SOMEONE 
DEFENDING VIVISECTION — CONSIDER 
WHO IS PAYING THEM TG SAY THIS ... 


pharmaceuticals. Without that financial 
backup, a law suit could actually prove 
fatal to a pharmaceutical in the future. 


The doctors also have to shoulder some 
blame for bowing to influence from the 
companies. A source in one, 
GlaxoSmithKline (GSK), placed the 
blame for its Seroxat disaster on doctors 
not following guidelines for prescribing 
the drug.4 GSK is also the company 
exposed for giving doctors freebies in 
Italy, encouraging them to prescribe its 
drugs.5 The pharmaceutical companies 
also ensure the experiments given to the 
FDA are worded in their favour, even 
when the experiments are not complete- 
ly favourable.6 They also actively lobby 
on the exact wording of the guidance 
notes accompanying each drug. Thus 
those doctors who resist the companies' 
generosity are in some cases still misled 
into potentially fatal decisions. 


Belatedly, the FDA and pharmaceuticals 
are acting to deal with the collapsing 
trust in them. The FDA is demanding the 
pharmaceuticals pull misleading ads. 
The pharmaceuticals are answering 
stringent criticism from within the 
industry by creating publicly available 
databases on all their drug trials, and 
not just the ones favourable to them. But 
until the underlying regulatory process 
is sorted out, the cycle will just repeat 
itself. 


1 http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/health/3856289.stm 

2 Discrediting FDA whistleblowers 
http://www.healthtalk.ca/fda_whistleblow- 
er_11252004_2396.php 

3 The Times, 15th January, 2005, ‘Insurers cut 
cover to drug firms admid fear of lawsuits', Richard 
Irving 


4 Seroxat 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/health/1382551.stm 

5 GSK bribery of doctors 
http://bmj.bmjjournals.com/cgi/content/full/326/73 
86/413/a 

6 http://www.monheit.com/vioxx_celebrex/prob- 
lem.shtml 


eee 
IDENTITY CARDS - WHO PROFITS? 


In late 2004, the Whitehall & Industry Group coordinated the recruitment of a 'Head of Marketing’ for the 
UK National Identity Cards Scheme (see Corporate Watch August 24th 2004) through the Whitehall & 
Industry Group (WIG) website. WIG is funded, by among others, Atos Origin, which has already supplied 
the Home Office with biometric technology for the ID card trials. 


WIG also receives funding from Deloitte, 
Accenture, Capita, EDS, Fujitsu and 
Siemens. The team developing the 
scheme includes 39 civil servants, and 
40 consultants from PA Consulting, the 
Government's private sector 
‘development partner’, and 
three on secondment from the 
Passport Service, the 
Metropolitan Police and a man- 
agement consultant company. 


Around £9 million has been 
spent on the early stages of the 
project. The full ID scheme is 
expected to cost £5 billion or 
more to develop. PA 
Consulting Group was award- 
ed a development contract said 
to be worth £10 million over 18 
months in May 2004; this is the 
same company used by the 
Government in setting up the 
Criminal Records Bureau, 
whose chaotic beginnings led to serious 
criticism. 


In 2004, there were two important corpo 


rate events for companies interested in 
the ID scheme. Many of the companies 
listed below gave presentations at one 
of these conferences. The first event 
was 'ID Cards: The Next Steps', May 


WARNING 


YOU ARE UNDER 
SURVEILLANCE 


2004. Organised by Intellect, the UK's 
IT/electronics/telecoms trade body, 
sponsored by the Home Office, BT, EDS, 
Siemens Business Services and Sun 


Microsystems. The speakers at the 
conference included Raymond Wong 
from the Hong Kong immigration depart- 
ment and Brad Wing, Biometrics 
Coordinator, U.S. Department of 
Homeland Security. The sec- 
ond event was ‘Digital Identity’, 
November 2004. This was 
organised by IT firm Consult 
Hyperion, who brought togeth- 
er the public and private sec- 
tors to discuss 'Moving Digital 
ID to Population Scale’. This 
conference was principally 
sponsored by military electron- 
ics contractor Thales and EDS. 
The above is an extract from 
the Defy-ID 'greasy palms' list 
(available in full on 
http://www.defy- 
id.org.uk/greasypalms.htm), of 
companies either involved or 
actively seeking involvement in 
the UK identity scheme. This 
list is a work in progress and any infor- 
mation about companies, listed or not 
listed, will be gratefully received. 

Email: research@defy-id.org.uk 


Accenture 

http://www.accenture.com 

Global management consulting, technology 
services and outsourcing company; 9700 UK 
employees. Ian Watmore, Accenture's for- 
mer UK Managing Director, left May 2004 to 
become Cabinet Office Head of E- 
Government, with responsiblity for imple- 
menting the ID card scheme. 

ARM 

http://www.arm.com 

ARM develops processors and other compo- 
nents for biometric smart cards. 

Astron Clinca 
http://www.astronclinica.com 

A Cambridge based company, established in 
1998 to develop devices that imaged and 
analysed the skin using a technology called 
SIAscopy. 

Atos Origin 

http://www.atosorigin.co.uk 

An international IT services company. Atos 
Origin are one of the companies arguing that 
the government should introduce an ‘ID 
Card-lite' and shifttowards a full biometric 
card and detailed population database when 
the card is already in use. 

Axalto (formerly known as Schlumberger 
Smart Cards & Terminals) 
http://www.axalto.com 

A leading provider of smart cards and point- 
of-sale terminals for over 20 years. 


DEFY-ID GREASY PALMS' LIST 


British Telecom 

http://www.bt.com 
http://www.btconsulting.com 

BT may not bid for ID card contracts because 
of concern that its involvement would make it 
seem like a 'Big Brother' company in the eyes 
of the public. According to some media 
reports, BT has been talking to consultants 
and public bodies, including Liberty, in order 
to gauge how close involvement with the ID 
scheme would be perceived. The area where 
BT's skills would be likely to be most appro- 
priate would be in providing the infrastruc- 
ture that would be used in order to link the 
network of readers with the national identity 
register, and hence with multiple other gov- 
ernment databases, which would put the 
company squarely at the Big Brother end of 
the deal. 

Consult Hyperion 

http://www.chyp.com 

Independent IT management consultancy. 
Detica 

http://www.detica.co.uk 

In April 2004, Detica commissioned MORI to 
conduct a survey into the British public's atti- 
tude to the proposed ID card scheme. Detica's 
survey found ‘the British public gives a 
resounding 'yes' to the proposed ID card 
scheme -- 80% of the adult population are in 
favour.' Detica's clients include HM Customs 
& Excise and the MoD plus major telecoms 


and defence companies such as Nortel and 
Lockheed Martin. Amongst other things, 
Detica develops systems for the ‘Lawful 
Intercept’ of data communications, -- bug- 
ging to you or me. 
Electronic Data Systems (EDS) 
http://www.eds.com 

EDS is the largest issuer of smart cards in 
the US. In November 2004 EDS sponsored 
some research in the US which showed that 
in the US 69% of people ‘are open to the idea 
of using biometric identification methods’. 
Paul Martin, Executive Director for EDS, said: 
'The findings reinforce our belief that, imple- 
mented correctly, ID cards actually enhance 
citizens' privacy." 
Experian 
http://www.experian.com/ 
An international credit reference agency. 
ID Data 
http://www.id-data.co.uk 
The UK's leading independent 'card and card 
solutions' company, ID Data wants to be seri- 
ously considered as a supplier of choice for 
the UK's National ID Card. Future talks are 
expected with the Home Office and their 
development partner, PA Consulting. 
Identix 
http://www. identix.com 

Provided the fingerprint capture and facial 
matching technology in the UK Passport 
>continued on page 9. 


briefing 


What is Nanotechnology? 
Nanotechnology is the manipulation of matter at a size so small that it is measured in 
Nanometres,(one billionth of a metre) the scale of atoms and molecules. It’s difficult 
to grasp quite how small the nanoscale is. To give some reference points: one 
nanometre (nm) is one millionth of a millimetre, a human hair is 80,000nm across, a 
red blood cell is 5,000nm in diameter, a DNA molecule is 2.5nm wide and it takes 10 
hydrogen atoms arranged side by side to measure 1nm wide. 


Everything is the same 

When viewed at the nanoscale the whole world starts to look the same, everything 
both living and non-living on this planet is made up of atoms and molecules, and at 
the nanoscale that’s all you see. 

Things behave differently 

Below about 50nm the rules that govern the behaviour of the elements of our known 
world start to give way to the rules of quantum mechanics, and everything changes. 
To take the example of gold, we are all familiar with gold at the macro scale, for 
instance, a normal gold ring is a familiar shiny orangey/yellow colour. The same is 
true of a particle of gold 100nm wide, but, a particle of gold 30nm across is bright red, 
slightly bigger than that it is purple and going smaller still it’s brownish in colour. It’s 
not just colour that changes at the nanoscale -- other properties including strength, 
reactivity, conductivity, electrical properties also change as size and shape change. 


NANBTEERN GLEE Y 


WHAT iT S AND TY" 
CORPORATIONS ARE USING IT 


Why is the nanoscale interesting to corporations? 

For corporations nanotechnology opens up a whole new world of possible applica- 
tions and product opportunities across all sectors of the economy: smaller and faster 
computers; drugs that permeate the body more effectively and can target specific 
cells; catalysts (used to speed up chemical reactions, including oil-refining process- 
es) can be made more reactive; sensors can monitor everything with much greater 
precision; materials can be stronger, lighter and 'smarter'. Given the diverse range of 
applications to which nanotechnology can be put it is perhaps more accurate to talk 
of nanotechnologies 


What are the problems? 


Where next? 

Nano encapsulation: food, pharmaceu- 
tical and chemical companies, are all 
working on nano sized capsules con- 
taining flavourings, drugs, pesticides 
designed to break open and release 
their contents only under certain condi- 
tions. 

Nano devices: shrinking the size of elec- 
tronic components and devices to the 
nanoscale. One example is nano sen- 
sors, already US defense agencies as 
well as corporations (including Intel) 
are using advances in nanotechnology 
to develop ever smaller wireless sen- 
sors capable of monitoring everything 
from farms to threats to ‘homeland secu- 
rity’. 

Nano biotech: An area of expanding 
research is nanobiotechnology, the 
nanoscale mixing of biological and non- 
biological material: Incorporating non- 
living nano-materials into living organ- 
isms; Creating new synthetic materials 
incorporating biological materials; 
Harnessing natures ability to ‘self 
assemble’ to build complex structures 
from the level of atoms up; Treating 
DNA as a molecule and atomically engi- 
neering life atom by atom. 


“Nanotechnology has given 
us the tools... to play with 
the ultimate toy box of 
nature - atoms and mole- 
cules. Everything is made 
from it... The possibilities 
to create new things 
appear limitless” 

- Horst Stormer. 1998 
Physics Nobel prize winner 


Toxicity: Corporations have rushed into commercialising the first generation of nanotechnology based products (nanoparticles) before 
adequate safety testing procedures, let alone regulations, are in place to deal with them. Given that nanoparticle products, including 
cosmetics and wound dressings, are already on the market and food and environmental remediation applications are not far off this 
should be ringing alarm bells. 


There is a growing body of scientific opinion which claims that a unique set of problems are associated with the toxicity of manufac- 
tured nanoparticles. The concern is two fold: Firstly that by being reduced to the nanoscale materials become more reactive and there- 
fore potentially more toxic. Secondly, that our bodies have not evolved to recognise nanoparticles. Before their deliberate manufacture 
as nano-particles relatively few particles of this size existed in the world. As a result our bodies protective filters, ranging from the 
skin to the lining of the lungs to the blood/brain barrier, do not filter out nano foreign bodies -- with potentially dangerous effects. 


"There is evidence that UFPs [Ultra Fine Particles or nano particles] can gain entry to the body by a number of routes, including 
inhalation, ingestion and across the skin. There is considerable evidence that UFPs are toxic and therefore potentially hazardous. The 
basis of this toxicity is not fully established but a prime candidate for consideration is the increased reactivity associated with very 
small size." -Dr Vyvyan Howard, Toxicologist 


Despite nano particle based products already being on the market there are very few published studies on the toxicology of nanopar- 
ticles. Those studies that have happened have shown problems, for example fish exposed to carbon nanoparticles quickly developed 
brain damage. Even the traditionally pro-technology Royal Society has urged caution about the use of nanoparticles and has stressed 
the need for regulation to be put in place. 


We are only dealing with the first generation of relatively simple nanotechnology based products and there are already safety issues. 
As the scope of commercial nanotechnology increases we can expect further safety problems to arise. For example what will the 
biosafety implications of Nano-biotechnology be? 


briefing 


What products are already on the market? 
Pilkington: ‘Activ’ self cleaning glass 

transparent sunblocks often use nanoparticles -- 
including some products sold by The Body Shop 
and Green People. 

Smith&Nephew: ‘Anticoat’ wound dressings 
Oxonica/Cerulean International: ‘Environex’ fuel 
additive (in the process of being rolled out to the 
entire Stagecoach UK bus fleet) 

LOreal: ‘Plenitude Revitalift’ anti-wrinkle cream 
Kodak: ‘ColorLast’ inkjet printer paper 

Stain resistant fabric used on some clothing lines 
by Levis, Regatta, Marks and Spencer 

Wrinkle resistant fabric used on some clothing 
lines by, GAP, Lee, Levis and Kathmandu 


And what’s coming? 

NEC laptops powered by nano tube fuel cell bat- 
teries. Flat screen displays using carbon nan- 
otubes. 


Biotech broke the species barrier 
Nanotech breaks the life/non-life barrier 
Lots of interest has been generated by the con- 
cept of technological convergence -- the idea that 
nanotechnology will enable the eventual merger 
of nanotechnology, biotechnology, information 
technology and cognitive neuroscience. Known 
by several names including NBIC (Nano Bio Info 
Cogno) and BANG (Bits Atoms Neurons Genes) 
convergence reaches into a brave new world 
where human enhancement, machine/mind inter- 
faces become achievable goals. Although it 
sounds like the stuff of a bad sci-fi novel, nano- 
enabled convergence is likely to become science 
fact as it is attracting interest from major corpora- 

tions and US defence agencies. 


"There are three, although I have a feeling 
that under some future unified theory they 
will turn out to be just one. The first is, of 
course, information technology ....the sec- 
ond is biotechnology ... 
and the third is nanotechnology'- 
Robert Shapiro then CEO of Monsanto 
when asked what he believed were the 
world's most promising future technologies 


What's already happening? 

Most commercial nanotechnology involves 
nanoparticles -- molecules with novel properties 
due to altering chemical reactions at the 
nanoscale. These are currently in products rang- 
ing from paints to cosmetics to tennis rackets to 
clothing to glass to computers. An example of a 
new particle is titanium dioxide. At the conven- 
tional scale a particle of titanium dioxide is white, 
good at reflecting UV light, widely used in sun- 
block. If manipulated to form particles only 20 nm 
wide the properties of titanium dioxide change -- 
it keeps its UV light scattering properties, but 
turns transparent and provides the basis for mak- 
ing see through sunblock. Other nano particles 
include new forms of carbon; carbon naturally 
occurs as either diamond or graphite. Nanoscale 
manipulations have produced new forms of car- 
bon such as ‘Bucky Balls’ and ‘Nano Tubes’, with 
radically changed electrical and strength proper- 
ties and a huge number of commercial applica- 
tions. 


Colonisation of the Nano scale 

Just as 18th century explorers hoisted the flag of their home country to lay 
claim to their new found colonies, so too corporations have used corporate 
logos to lay claim to their stake in the new world of the nanoscale. In 1989 
scientists working for IBM announced to the world their ability to manipu- 
late matter atom by atom by using a scanning tunneling microscope (IBM's 
own patented technology) to rearrange 35 xenon atoms to spell out the let- 
ters I-B-M on the surface of a nickel crystal. 


Nano disruption 

As nanomaterials become widely used there is the potential for major traded 
commodities, from iron and copper to rubber and cotton, to be replaced by 
nano equivalents. For example, the use of carbon nanotubes in the electron- 
ics industry looks set to make a sizeable dent in the copper extraction indus- 
try. The harshest impacts of these changes will be felt not by large corpora- 
tions dealing in copper (who will simply relocate or diversify) but by local 
communities who depend on the copper mining industry. 


Changing the size and shape of corporations 

Just as the biotechnology revolution resulted in the lifesciences company (in 
which chemical, pharmaceutical, seed and materials interests were merged 
together) nanotechnology is likely to result in companies with different areas 
of operation working together, merging or buying each other due to their 
interest in the nano scale. For example, Bridgestone is finding that its nano 
applications, initially developed for tyres, are equally useful in making flat 
screens. Given the diverse range of companies embraced by a nano-enabled 
technological convergence what are the corporate mergers of the future going 
to look like? How powerful will those companies be? 


Which companies are involved in nanotech? 
Big Companies Virtually all of the Fortune Global 500 companies are invest- 
ing in nanotechnology research. Unlike with biotech, big companies have 
been involved with nanotech from the start. They are both developing nan- 
otechnologies for their own products and are using technologies developed 
by each other. 
Major corporate nano developers/users include 
Computers/Electronics: IBM, NEC, Fujitsu, Hitachi, Philips, Hewlett 
Packard, Samsung, Motorola, Mitsubishi, General Electric, Microsoft 
Food: Kraft, Unilever, Nestle, Heinz, Sara Lee 
Drugs/Healthcare: Glaxo, Smith and Nephew, Merck, 
Oil: BP Exxon, Chevron/Texaco, Shell, Haliburton, 
Clothing: Burlington, Nike, Gap, 
Defence/Aerospace: Lockheed Martin, Boeing, Oinetiq, 
Cosmetics: LOreal, 
Chemicals: Dupont, Degussa, Dow, Henkel, 
Agricuture: Syngenta, Monsanto 
Cars/Automotive: BMW, Renault, General Motors, Ford, Caterpillar, 
Small Companies: Nanotech has also spawned hundreds of small nano spe- 
cialist companies. These are often spinout companies commercialising the 
results of university research. Small nano-companies include 
Nanosys, Nanophase, C60, Altair, Nanomix, Veeco, Flamel, Nanogate, Arryx, 
Nanoproducts. UK based companies include Oxonica, Thomas Swan & Co 
and Skyepharma. 


New enclosures/new monopolies 

Just as biotechnology’s ability to manipulate genes went hand in hand with 
the patenting of life, so too nanotechnology’s ability to manipulate mole- 
cules has led to the patenting of matter. Over 800 nano-related patents were 
granted in 2003, and the numbers are increasing year on year. Carbon nan- 
otubes have a wide range of uses, and look set to become crucial to several 
industries. However, two corporations, NEC and IBM, hold the basic patents 
on carbon nanotubes. 


Further Reading 
The Big Down and The Little Big Down by the ETC Group available 
online at 
www.etcgroup.org 
May 2003 edition of the Ecologist Nanotechnology Special Report 
Down On The Farm by the ETC Group available online at www.etc- 
group.org 


HOW MANY ANTI-NANO ANGELS 


CAN DANCE ON THE HEAD OF A PIN? 


This year has seen a rash of actions against nanotech. In many 
cases there is a clear crossover between anti-GM activists and 
those now turning towards nanotech. The infamous PR company 
Burton Marsteller has noted that 'The organized opponents of 
nanotechnology include the same critics of progress and technol- 
ogy who were vociferous in the resistance to genetic engineering’. 


T.H.R.O.N.G. -- the Angels Against 
Nanotech -- attended the 
'Nanotechnology - Delivering Business 
Advantage' conference in 
Buckinghamshire, December 2004. A 
meeting was interrrupted by a banner 
(Nanotech: it's not big and it's not 
clever’) and the 'can of worms' award 
was handed to one of the nano-promo- 
tors. The Angels were later contacted 
by the Institute for Nanotechnology, 
one of the conference's organisers, 
and invited to the January 20th meet- 
ing of the Institute's Advisory Group, 
via a posting on UK Indymedia. This 
development seems to indicate that 
groups like the Institute -- or at least 
some people within it -- are eager to 
talk to the people who are beginning 
to protest. Dialogue with large NGOs 
such as Greenpeace is usually the pre- 
ferred tactic for insitutions, and the 
fact that they would consider inviting 
such an informal protest group as the 
Angels indicates that industry is terri- 
fied of nanotech becoming the 'new 
GM'. A recent article in The Economist 
(January 1st) flagged up the signifi- 
cance of anti-nano activities and 
research by actors like the ETC group - 
- and yours truly: Corporate Watch -- 
since, while 'on the fringe' we can often 
be very influential in shaping views on 
nanotech in the wider society. The left- 
wing think-tank Demos has gone one 
step further and produced a report, See 
Through Science, that calls on industry, 
government and scientists to involve 
concerned groups in shaping research 
into problematic subjects such as nan- 
otech at a much earlier stage than com- 
mercialisation. The problem with this 
argument is that for a development to 
be seen as 'concerning', usually takes 
protest activity, and this usually hap- 
pens well after industry and govern- 
ment have set their targets. In the case 
of nanotechnology, aspects have 
already been commercialised, so it is 
unlikely that nanotech will be an exam- 
ple of citizen/scientist co-operation. 


And in the end the Angels declined the 
Institute's offer, 


‘the angels have decided that we have 
little to gain by entering into dialogue 
with an organisation that can only ever 
represent the interests of industry and 
not the concerns of the public (and quite 
frankly we smell a PR scented rat). Given 
your role as arch promoters of the 
Nanotech industry (and indeed being in 
their pay) we suspect that your inten- 


tions are not pure. Perhaps your aim is to 
clip our wings by attempting to either 
co-opt or contain us?’ 


Actions Against Nanotech During 2004 


e January 30th, Berkely, USA, 30 people 
protested the building of an $84 million 
Molecular Foundry which will be dedi- 
cated to the study of nanotech, funded 
by the US government and operated by 
the University of California. 
http://www.dailycal.org/article.php?id 
=13950 

*October 6th, Chicago, USA, members of 
T.H.O.N.G. (topless humans organised 
for natural genetics) disrupted the 
NanoBusiness 2004 conference by strip- 
ping down to their skimply undies to 
reveal slogans painted on their bodies, 
like ‘plenty of room at this bottom'.The 
conference, organised by the US Nano 
Business Alliance and US nano trade 
journal Small Times, was sponsored by 
military contractor Lockheed Martin and 
featured presentations from Motorola, 
BP and Dupont in order to support the 
emerging private nano sector. 
http://www.chicagothong.org/nanocom 
merce.php?photo=061 


°12th November, Leeds, UK, the 
Nanotech/Convergent Technologies 
conference was disrupted by stink 
bombs, a microphone was seized and 
a statement against nanotech read 
out over the tannoy, and delegates 
were leafleted. 


http://www.indymedia.org.uk/en/regio 
ns/leedsbradford/2004/11/301222.html 
°13th December, Grenoble, France, 
activists occupied cranes on the site 
where nano company Minatec are 
building the largest centre for nanotech 
in Europe. Grenoble is already the 
home of GM, nuclear, chemical and 
microcomputing industries, and 
Minatec is a new operations based on 
state-funded companies 

and Grenoble university. 

http:// www.indymedia. 

| org.uk/en /2004/12 

A /302728.html 


Monsanto men and GM 
PR firm set to cash in on 
Nanotech 


are frantic to avoid repeat- 

ing the disaster that saw 
GM technology virtually wiped out in 
Britain. However, many of the public 
relations companies they are employ- 
ing are the ones formerly involved 
in...the GM industry. Ex-Monsanto 
executives are already getting on board 
-- presumably due to their impressive 
knowledge of 'what not to do’. This 
includes people such as nanotech man- 
ager Harry Swan, who now works for 
carbon nanotubes maker Thomas Swan 
& Co, and PR exec Bernard Marantelli, 
who ran a pro-GM campaign on behlaf 
of the Agricultural Biotechnological 
Council (ABC). This council was itself 
set up by Monsanto, Bayer, Syngenta, 
Dupont and Dow in 2002. Marantelli's 
PR firm, Lexington Communications, 
specialised in pro-GM press releases 
and spin, calculated to demonstrate 
GM benefits to nature and the third 
world. The independent research group 
SpinWatch recently reported that 
"Marantelli has convinced about 30 
companies to come to a meeting on the 
1st December to explore setting up a 
Nanotechnology - equivalent of ABC. 
Expect a new corporate front group 
being run out of the offices of 
Lexington". 


A PROFITABLE OCCUPATION 


BOOK REVIEW: Iraq, Inc. - 
A Profitable Occupation 
Reviewed by Gabriel Carlisle 

This is an important book that deserves 
a wide readership. Based in part on 
materials that first appeared on 
CorpWatch’s warprofiteers.com site, 
Iraq Inc. is the first book to be 


DEFY-ID GREASY PALM LIST 


published concerning what one might 
call the corporate invasion of Iraq - 
roughly, that combination of war profi- 
teering, graft and market fundamental- 
ism the mainstream media usually calls 
rreconstruction.' 


The book is split into four chapters, 
examining the roles of: Halliburton; 
Bechtel; private mercenary companies 
(many of whom have headquarters in 
London, see http://travel.state.gov/trav- 
el/cis_pa_tw/cis/cis_1763.html); and 
SAIC and RTI (who were involved in try- 
ing to set up new governmental and 
media institutions in Iraq following the 
invasion). 


Combining on-the-ground reporting, 
investigative journalism and a wide 
range of press sources, Iraq Inc covers a 
wealth of interesting material and even 
the most seasoned Iraq-watcher will 
learn something new. On the minus side 
there is little or no examination 


of the potential future profits to made 
from Iraq’s oil or other resources. 
Several questions are also left hanging 
in the air — or not asked at all, presum- 
ably for lack of information. 


Of the latter, maybe the most interest- 
ing is: where has all the money gone? 
The Bush administration has already 
spent over $100bn on the invasion and 
occupation, yet the contracts 
Chatterjee examines make-up only a 
small fraction of this total. One sus- 
pects that, at present, many of those 
making the biggest profits from the 
occupation are doing precisely that: 
profiting from the maintenance of the 
occupation rather than the much more 
widely publicised ‘reconstruction' 
effort. 


More Information: Iraq, Inc. - A 
Profitable Occupation. by Pratap 
Chatterjee, Seven Stories Press,2004. 
£7.99 http://www.sevenstories.com 


Siemens Business Services 
http://www.sbs.siemens.co.uk 


In the UK, Siemens Business Services received a contract from the Home 
Office in 2002 to build a back-office system for electronic passport appli- 
cations. At the 2004 Labour Party conference, Siemens Business 
Services sponsored a panel discussion with the title 'Who do we think 
we are? identity, diversity and citizenship’, featuring then Home 
Secretary, David Blunkett. In April 2004, Siemens Business Services 
signed a contract with Sovereign Strategy Ltd., a policy and lobbying 
consultancy which has strong links with the Labour Party. 

SUN Microsystems 

http://www.sun.com/ 

A multinational provider of computer hardware, software and services, 
Sun Microsystems is the creator and leading advocate for Java technol- 


>continued from page 5 


Office biometric trial, April-Decemeber 2004. 

NEC 

http://www.nec.co.uk 

NEC supplied its Automated Fingerprint Identification System to 
the Passport Office's six-month biometric trial which ran from 
April-December 2004. 

PA Consulting Group 

http://www.paconsultinggroup.com 

Announced as the Home Office's 'Development Partner’ for the 
Identity Card Scheme on 24th May 2004. The contract is 


rumoured to be worth £10million over 18 months. It is reported 
that there are forty PA Consulting Group employees working as 


part of the Identity Card Programme Team. 
Senselect 
http://www.senselect.com 


Senselect owns UK and USA biometric patents in the field of fin- 
gerprint technology. A core technology patent, GB2342749, was 
published by the UK Patent Office in November 2000 and a com- 
plementary USA patent was awarded to the company in 
November 2003. Senselect has been selected as a partner under 


the EDS UK Incubator Programme. 


>continued from page 1 with three ini- 
tial websites designed to identify mar- 
kets for businesses - 'Rebuilding Iraq 


News’, ‘Iraqi Business Project' and 
'‘Iraq’s Key Industries’, before picking up 
the gauntlet from where The Iraq 
Program Management Office (PMO) left 
off. The PMO itself was set up by the 
US puppet Coalition Provisional 
Authority to oversee all contracts fund- 
ed by the new US government's appro- 
priation of over $18.6 billion for Iraq's 
reconstruction. Windrush joins an 
industry of post-conflict reconstruction 
corporate guides, such as 3C New York, 
which ‘establishes contacts between 
procurement agencies in the U.S gov- 
ernment and potential contractors in 
the U.S. and abroad’ with its Iraq 
Project. 


Thales 


ogy which is used in smart cards. 


http://security.thalesgroup.com 
Thales is a global electronics company serving aerospace, defence, and 


information technology markets worldwide. 
Identification has been in charge of production of ID smartcards for the 
People's Republic of China. 


TraceTag 


From their website: 


http://www.tracetag.com 
'TraceTag provides various holographic materials 


Since 2002, Thales 


with additional levels of security incorporated or overprinted.' 


During Windrush's Amman Procurement 
conference last July, the Iraqi-British 
Chamber of Commerce, later re-branded 
the Iraqi-British Business Council (IBBC) 
was founded by a group of businessmen. 
The IBBC has been‘established with the 
function of entrenching the bilateral 
commercial relationship between Iraq 
and Britain, opening opportunities for 
Iraqi businessmen to participate in the 
process of rebuilding their country with 
the help of their British partners’. 


This indicates that not only have the Iraq 
Procurement events organised the com- 
peting companies in the free market race 
in Iraq into coherent bodies and groups, 
but they have also helped Iraqi elites to 
grab and hold the reins of reconstruction 
in Iraq. 


They are providing proponents of pri- 
vatisation, old and new, with fresh 
spaces, platforms and alliances to carry 
out the next phase of free market capi- 
talism deeper into the Middle East. 
This is in sync with George Bush's dec- 
laration of a Middle East Free Trade 
Zone within the next 10 years -- a zone 
dependent on war, occupation and 
death for its survival. Windrush were 
unavailable to comment, stating that 
the company is not giving any media 
interviews at the moment. 


http://www.i-bbc.com 
http://www.iraqprocurement.com 
http://www.iraqprocurement.com 
http://www.iraq-project.com 
http://www.iraq-project.com 
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Stop the Pillage of Iraq Campaign 


TAKE ACTION 
AGAINST WINDRUSH! 


Windrush Communications is the British company who organise the Iraq Procurement 
Conferences. These conferences are where foreign companies get together and discuss 
the privatisation of Iraq's assets (see Corporate Watch Newsletter December 2004). 


The decisions made by confer- 
v Q. LIST OF COMPANIES INVOLVED IN IRAO g. 


ences like Iraq Procurement 

conferences, facilitated by 

Windrush Communications Private “security” company headed by Col Tim Spicer, the key figure in the 

determine the living stan- | Aegis Defence Sandline arms to Africa affair. Recently won the contract ‘for security on all 

dards and opportunities for Services major Iraqi government projects following the June 30 handover’ (Daily 

Iraqis for generations to come. Limited Telegraph, 29 May 2004), awarded by the US Government and worth $293 mil- 

They will determine who will lion. http://www.corporatewatch.org.uk/news/mercenery.htm 

survive, who will prosper and 

who will profit. Amec’s joint venture with the US-based Fluor has been awarded three con- 
tracts — in the sewage, water and electricity sectors - worth up to $1.6bn. 

Already protests have taken http://www.voices.netuxo.co.uk/library/letter_may2004.html#Amec 


place based at Windrush's 
offices in Old St, London. Last Closely linked to the Bush administration, Bechtel has thus-far received sever- 


al billion dollars worth of contracts — most recently garnering a $1.8bn contract 
to repair Iraq’s infrastructure. 
http://www.corporatewatch.org.uk/news/boomtime_for_bechtel.htm 


year two activists disrupted 
one of the Iraq Procurement 
Conferences and, in what was 
believed to be a politically | 
motivated decision to stop 
Windrush getting bad publici- 
ty, charges were dropped. 
Last month four activists laid | Foster Wheeler Awarded the ‘Oil Sector Program Management Office (SPMO) support contract 
siege to Windrush's offices Energy in Iraq by the U.S. Department of Defense’earlier this year, worth $6.8mn. 
while a lively protest got sup- Limited www.ameinfo.com/news/Detailed/36123.html 

port from local office workers. 


Landed a massive contract to print notes for the new central bank of Iraq after 
the occupying forces decided to scrap the old currency. Recently announced 
pre-tax profits of £58.7mn. 


US Vice-President Dick Cheney’s former company has thus far received over 


http://www.indymedia.org.uk A $9bn worth of contracts as a result of the invasion and occupation, despite 
/en/2004/11/301892.html Fa becoming immersed in multiple scandals involving bribery, corruption and 
http://www.indymedia.org.uk overcharging. 

/en/2004/12/302836.html http://www.halliburton.com/ofc_loc/location_search.jsp?USA=0&rgn=EU&cn 


t=United%20Kingdom http://www.corporatewatch.org.uk/profiles/halibur- 
ton/haliburton.htm 
TAKE ACTION 
The Stop the Pillage of Iraq Together with Standard Chartered (1 Aldermanbury Sq, London) one of the 
Campaign is now calling for three foreign banks to have been granted a licence to operate in Iraq. HSBC 
five days of protest, starting also owns 46.5% of the British Arab Commercial Bank which is looking to col- 
on Friday the 1st April with lect $100 million from Iraq. www.mtcp.co.uk/debtcollector/dgb.php 
a Pro Plunder Party, a teach- 
in/NVDA workshop on the : Corporate finance. In January was appointed lead adviser to the Iraqi Ministry 


Saturday, continuing with of Industry and Minerals for their lease of industrial factories programme. 


actions from Monday the 4th 
to Thursday the 7th. The 
campaign hopes different | | private security 
groups will organise activi- companies 
ties on each of the days -- 


from a mock , trial for Recently announced that it ‘intends “to establish a material and enduring pres- 
Windrush or a noise protest. ence in Iraq” in an attempt to rebuild the firm's depleted reserves and foster 
7 the long term future of the country’s energy sector’ (Guardian, 4 May). “We are 
The contact email for peo- interested in building a long term relationship with Iraqis”, a spokesman told 
: . Shell Oil 
ple wanting to be involved Pugo the paper. 
or updated is 


Other UK-based Other UK-based private security companies: AmourGroup, ; Control Risks 
Group, ; Global Risk Strategies, ; ICP Group Ltd, ; AKE Limited;Genric,; Olive 
Security, . 

http://travel.state.gov/ iraq_securitycompanies.html for more info. 


a 


http://www.guardian.co.uk/Iraq/Story/0,2763, 1208882,00.html 
stopthepillage@yahoo.com http://www.corporatewatch.org.uk/profiles/oil_gas/shell/shell1.html 
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SIMON MANN: ‘A Very 
English’ Corporate Killer 


On 10th September 2004 a Zimbabwean court sentenced Simon 
Mann to seven years in jail for illegally buying arms for a coup 
against Equatorial Guinea. He was described in the British 
press as ‘looking more like a jailed intellectual than a freelance 
commando’. by Merrick 


What is there in a mercenary leader's 
appearance that would be so different 
from a jailed intellectual? As Leonard 
Cohen said in response to the normality 
of the captured Nazi Adolf Eichmann 
.what did you expect? Talons? Oversize 
incisors? Green saliva?.. The BBC even 
had a big-print quote from someone call- 
ing this mercenary leader a "humane 
man... very English, a romantic, tremen- 
dously good company”. 


A ‘humane and romantic’ breaker of both 
British law and the Geneva Convention, 
Mann is an ex-SAS soldier who runs a 
company called Executive Outcomes 


"A humane and romantic 
breaker of both British 
law and the Geneva 
Convention" 


(EO). They are mercenary soldiers, ready 
to go anywhere to kill whoever they are 
paid to . the phrase ‘international terro 
ist’ could not be more aptly applied. The 
Zimbabwean authorities acted against 
Mann in part to defend the regime of 
Equatorial Guinea, but there are old 
scores to settle too. Eeben Barlow, 
founder and, until recently, director of 
Executive Outcomes, was second in 
command of apartheid South Africas 
elite special forces 32 Battalion, and was 
also an agent of the .Civil Co-Operation 
Bureau. which murdered anti-apartheid 
activists both at home and abroad. The 


E 


above: jailed corporate terrorist and friend 
majority of Executive Outcomes’ soldiers 
are drawn from apartheid South Africa's 
special forces; their old job entailed 
destabilising several southern African 
governments, including Zimbabwe. 


Executive Outcomes was registered in 
the UK by Simon Mann and Tony 
Buckingham. Buckingham is another ex- 
SAS officer, and chief executive of a com- 
pany called Heritage Oil And Gas. 
Heritage is associated with a Canadian 
corporation, Ranger Oil. Both companies 
had drilling operations in Angola. Since 
the mid-1970s Angola had been riven 
with civil war between the government 
and UNITA militia, assisted covertly by 
South Africa In 1993, Mann and 
Buckingham used Executive Outcomes 
troops to capture the Angolan oil town of 
Soyo from UNITA for Heritage Oil. Soon 
after the EO troops left, UNITA retook 
the town. Having been impressed with 
EO’s work, the Angolan government 
hired EO to fight for them in exchange 
for oil concessions - EO effectively 
became an oil company with a private 
army. Weirder still, they were fighting 
UNITA using the same South African sol- 
diers who'd once fought alongside them! 


Other great ‘romantic adventures'‘of 
Mann's include running guns and 120 
mercenaries to Sierra Leone in 1995 at 
the height of the killing, in direct contra- 
vention of a UN embargo designed to 
limit arms input and stem the blood- 
shed. They pulled a couple of PR stunts 


— memorably taking a Sierra Leone foot- 
ball team to the African All Nations Cup 
— but they weren't in Sierra Leone to be 
socially useful. You don’t bring two Mi17 
transporter gunship helicopters, an Mi24 
helicopter gunship and an Andover 
casualty evacuation aircraft with you 
unless you're there to fight and kill. 
They were paid around $40m plus, as in 
Angola, an ongoing mineral interest. 
This time it was a 25 year lease for EO’s 
diamond mining sister company Branch 
Energy on the enormously lucrative 
Koidu diamond mines in the area EO had 
been fighting in. 

"Once it was colonial governments 
who would send in the soldiers to 
acquire the natural resources of 
poor nations, now it’s 
private enterprise" 

A report by the United Nations' Special 
Rapporteur Enrique Bernales Ballesteros 
says this procedure is common. Once a 
degree of security and stability has been 
achieved, the mercenary organisation 
‘apparently begins to exploit the conces- 
sions it has received by setting up a 
number of associates and affiliates... 
thereby acquiring a significant, if not 
hegemonic, presence in the economic 
life of the country in which it is operat- 
ing.’ Once it was colonial governments 
who would send in the soldiers to 
acquire the natural resources of poor 

nations, now it’s private enterprise. 


As power cedes from the nation state to 
the transnational corporation, so the 
muscle is moving with it. In this peculiar 
transitional stage, it is the same individ- 
ual soldiers who used to fight for one 
that now fight for the other. Their job is 
the same. Indeed, they readily admit it. 
Eeben Barlow, founder and ex-head of 
Executive Outcomes said, ‘I’m a profes- 
sional soldier. It’s not about politics. I 
have a job to do. I do it’. 

A Cape Town neighbour of his friend and 
co-coup plotter Sir Mark Thatcher, Simon 
Mann represents the new generation of 
colonialism. Brutal, exploitative, greedy, 
murderous. Not humane, not romantic, 
but yes, historically speaking, very 
English. 


This is a highly edited version of a longer 
article that can be found in full on the 
Corporate Watch Website and also at 
http://www. headheritage.co.uk/uknow/ 
features/index.php?id=56 


Babylonian Times 


Babylon hath been a golden cup in the Lord’s hand, 
that made all of the earth drunken: the nations have drunken 
of her wine; therefore the nations are mad. Jeremiah 51:7 


STARBUCKS COFFEE 
: Spay 


Cyber Stalin? 


Bill Gates hit out in a recent interview 
at those who use the internet to get 
free films, songs and games as 'mod- 
ern-day sort of communists who want 
to get rid of the incentive for musicians 
and moviemakers and software mak- 
ers.' Corporate Watch reporters were 
unable to find any downloaders to reply 
to this accusation, as they were all too 
busy burning bootlegged Red Army 
marching songs. 'Communism’ is often 
used by US businessmen as a handy 
label for anything they think limits their 
ability to make profits. Microsoft itself 
hardly promotes a 'free' market in soft- 
ware, and, stale Cold War rhetoric 
aside, Bill might do worse than to take 


Juddery Java Junkies 


When the tap water recently became 
unsafe to drink in Phoenix, Arizona, the 
local Starbucks couldn't provide thirsty 
shoppers with their much-needed coffee 
-- one declaring I'm desperate...I told 
them, "I don't even care about the water. 
I'll sign a waiver." Quite a thirst...quite 
an addiction! That's guaranteed product 
loyalty. While cooking up their cup of 
contaminated brown with shaking 
hands, desperate Starbucks customers 
will be delighted to think that they are 
taking part in a legal, officially endorsed 
drug habit. Our stressed-out little island 
alone spent £738 million on coffee last 
year, and people are known to get A BIT 
RATTY if they are denied their daily 
doses. Colombian druglords are 
believed to be composing their letters of 
praise to Starbucks as we go to press. 


a look at the original Communist 
Manifesto, in which Marx and Engels 
noted that 'What the bourgeoisie, there- 
fore, produces above all, is its own 
gravedigger.' Is Gates' real worry that 
his own computer revolution has like- 
wise created an international class that 
no longer needs him? 


Does a lot of work for Charidee -- 
doesn't like to talk about it 


As the earthquake sent a tide of 
destruction thoughout South East 
Asia, some people were glued to 
their TV screens in horror. Others 
looked at it and thought ‘marketing 
opportunity!’ The fact that it is these 
people who are in charge may indi- 
cate why we're in such a mess, glob- 
ally speaking. As millions of people 
rushed to give money and time -- 
with the poorest usually giving the 
highest proportion -- corporations 
queued up to use the situation to 
look good. One example was the 
JCB Tsunami Appeal, in which mem- 
bers of the public were asked to cut 
out and send a coupon to JCB and 
they would then donate £10. Aside 
from the emotional blackmail implic- 
it in this technique -- (‘say you like 
me! I won't give any money to the 
children unless you say you like me!’) 
we have to wonder why JCB didn't 
simply work out how much they 
could afford to give and then send it 
in -- without waiting to put expen- 
sive adverts in the national press 
first. Cynical people will guess an 
answer. As the late Bill Hicks said, 
If anyone here tonight is in market- 
ing: kill yourself. I mean it, kill your- 
self.’ 
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